A New Spin on Neural Processing: Quantum Cognition by Carol P. Weingarten et al.
OPINION
published: 26 October 2016
doi: 10.3389/fnhum.2016.00541
Frontiers in Human Neuroscience | www.frontiersin.org 1 October 2016 | Volume 10 | Article 541
Edited by:
Joshua Oon Soo Goh,
National Taiwan University, Taiwan
Reviewed by:
Menas C. Kafatos,
Chapman University, USA
*Correspondence:
Carol P. Weingarten
carol.weingarten@duke.edu
Received: 11 July 2016
Accepted: 12 October 2016
Published: 26 October 2016
Citation:
Weingarten CP, Doraiswamy PM and
Fisher MPA (2016) A New Spin on
Neural Processing: Quantum
Cognition.
Front. Hum. Neurosci. 10:541.
doi: 10.3389/fnhum.2016.00541
A New Spin on Neural Processing:
Quantum Cognition
Carol P. Weingarten 1, 2*, P. Murali Doraiswamy 1, 3 and Matthew P. A. Fisher 4
1Department of Psychiatry and Behavioral Sciences, Duke University Medical Center, Durham, NC, USA, 2 Brain Imaging and
Analysis Center, Duke University Medical Center, Durham, NC, USA, 3Duke Institute for Brain Sciences, Duke University,
Durham, NC, USA, 4Department of Physics, University of California, Santa Barbara, Santa Barbara, CA USA
Keywords: neurotransmission, neural processing, quantum computing, quantum processing, glutamate,
cognition, nuclear spin
Although quantummechanics is fundamental for understanding molecular mechanisms in physics
and chemistry, it has usually been assumed to be unimportant for understanding molecular
mechanisms of biological systems. However, there is increasing evidence that quantum mechanics
is important for understanding some biological phenomena (Lambert et al., 2013), such as energy
transfer in photosynthesis (Fassioli et al., 2014), navigation by birds using the earth’s magnetic field
(Hiscock et al., 2016), and electron and hydrogen tunneling in biochemical reactions (Klinman and
Kohen, 2013). There have also been proposals that quantum mechanics may help explain aspects
of brain function.
Discussions about quantum mechanics and the brain began with questions on the role of
measurement or observation in quantum mechanics (Stapp, 1991; Theise and Kafatos, 2013).
Further developments began to highlight the possibility that quantum mechanics might help
explain neural mechanisms involved in consciousness or synaptic function (Stapp, 1991; Beck and
Eccles, 1992). Another topic that emerged was whether quantum mechanisms might be employed
by the brain to perform calculations, i.e., the possibility of quantum computing in the brain
(Penrose, 1989). For example, a model of consciousness was developed that involves quantum
computations in neuronal microtubules (Tegmark, 2000; Penrose and Hameroff, 2011; Hameroff
and Penrose, 2014a,b; Reimers et al., 2014; Craddock et al., 2015). Other proposals have focused on
the quantum phenomenon of spin (see below). Hu and Wu (2004) suggested that nuclear spins
of hydrogen, nitrogen, and phosphorus in neuronal cellular components and electron spins of
diffusible oxygen and nitric oxide in the brain might mediate consciousness. Electron spins in the
brain have also been suggested as a potential target of transcranial magnetic stimulation therapies
(Chervyakov et al., 2015). Other perspectives have led to application of quantum probability theory
to human decision making (Wang et al., 2014; Kvam et al., 2015). Finally, the above mentioned
navigation by birds may involve a quantum mechanical cryptochrome radical-pair (spin dynamic)
mechanism in neuronal retinal ganglion cells that transmit information to the brain (Mouritsen
et al., 2004; Hiscock et al., 2016).
Recently a new model for how the brain may store and process quantum information has
been proposed (Fisher, 2015). The model includes specific biochemical components that could be
employed for quantum processing in glutamatergic neurotransmission. It has potential relevance
for molecular mechanisms underlying normal neural function, such as glutamatergic dependent
neurocognitive systems, as well as psychiatric treatments such as lithium.
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NUCLEAR SPINS AND QUANTUM
PROCESSING/COMPUTING: NEURAL
QUBITS
This model is based on a quantum phenomenon that
underlies something already familiar to neuroscience—magnetic
resonance imaging (MRI) (Atlas, 2009). MRI images are made
by observing a quantum property of atoms called nuclear
spin (Hore, 2011). The most abundant nuclear spin in the
brain/body is that of the hydrogen nucleus (1H), or proton,
that is found in water and numerous other molecules. Most
MRI brain imaging is based on observations of proton
nuclear spins. Another nuclear spin in the brain is that of
phosphorus. Brain imaging of phosphorus nuclear spins has
been conducted using magnetic resonance technologies such
as magnetic resonance spectroscopy (MRS) and MRS imaging
(MRSI). It is phosphorus nuclear spins that are the focus
here.
Classical computing is based on information in a binary
digit or bit. Quantum processing or computing is based on
quantum bits, or qubits, that enable much greater computing
power than would be possible using a similar number of
classical bits (Bennett and DiVincenzo, 2000; Nielsen and
Chuang, 2010). The increase in computing power is the
result of quantum phenomena such as superposition and
entanglement (Horodecki et al., 2009). Entanglement plays a
central role in this model for quantum processing in the
brain and more will be said about this below. A variety
of nuclear spins can be used as qubits (Vandersypen et al.,
2001). Quantum computing with several nuclear spins residing
on single molecules that are solvated in water has been
realized although it has not been scalable (Nielsen and Chuang,
2010). In the model for quantum processing in the brain, the
nuclear spin of phosphorus functions as a qubit, i.e., “neural
qubit.”
QUANTUM ENTANGELED PHOSPHATES
Phosphorus is found in many biological substances including
ATP, AMP, inorganic phosphates, bone, creatine, and
phospholipids of cell and organelle membranes. The focus
here is on inorganic phosphate HPO2−4 and pyrophosphate
P2O
4−
7 (Figure 1). Pyrophosphate contains two phosphorus
atoms. It is a well-known component of several intracellular and
extracellular biochemical reactions, including adenylyl cyclase
that converts ATP to the second-messenger cyclic-AMP; uridine
diphosphate-glucose pyrophosphorylase; acyl-CoA synthetase;
alkaline phosphatase, etc. (Lodish et al., 2000; Terkeltaub, 2001;
Yepes et al., 2003).
Pyrophosphate undergoes hydrolysis via enzymatic
pyrophosphatases to produce two molecules of phosphate.
The phosphate products have an interesting feature at
the quantum level: their phosphorus nuclear spins will be
predominantly quantum entangled in a very special singlet
state (Fisher, 2015). When two spins are entangled in a singlet,
a measurement of the state of one of the spins will dictate
FIGURE 1 | Proposal for quantum processing in the brain (Fisher,
2015). Enzymatic hydrolysis of extracellular pyrophosphate, in which
phosphorus atoms can be in a quantum entangled singlet state (*P), results in
quantum entangled phosphates. The entangled phosphates are incorporated
into calcium phosphate Posner molecules producing quantum entangled
Posner molecules (dashed line represents entanglement). Two pairs of Posner
molecules can undergo binding reactions (squares) to form quantum entangled
Posner dimers. Transport of entangled Posner molecules into glutamatergic
neurons can be mediated by endocytosis into presynaptic vesicles and action
of vesicular glutamate transporter (VGLUT). When entangled Posner molecules
in different neurons undergo binding reactions and hydrolysis, this can lead to
calcium mediated glutamate (diamond) release from presynaptic neurons and
then non-local quantum correlations in postsynaptic firing.
the result of a measurement on the state of the other spin.
This effect is independent of the distance between the two
spins. Thus entanglement can lead to a distance independent
(non-local) correlation between spins. Although entanglement
may sound unusual—Einstein referred to it as “spooky
action-at-a-distance”—it is a well observed phenomenon
(Gottfried and Yan, 2003; Horodecki et al., 2009; Shalm et al.,
2015).
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POSNER MOLECULES AND QUANTUM
PROCESSING IN GLUTAMATERGIC
NEURONS
To be useful for neural quantum processing, the entangled
phosphates must be transported into different neurons where
they can participate in biochemical reactions that are coupled to
release of a neurotransmitter such as glutamate. This can result in
non-local, quantum correlated postynaptic firing amongmultiple
neurons (Figure 1). The intricate molecular environments of
neural intracellular and extracellular spaces mean that important
biochemical factors would be needed for quantum processing.
A key component is a remarkable calcium phosphate molecule
called a Posner molecule Ca9(PO4)6. It was identified as a
structural “cluster” in a precursor phase for formation of bone
mineral (hydroxyapatite) (Posner and Betts, 1975; Onuma and
Ito, 1998; Oyane et al., 1999). Posner’s molecules have been
observed in simulated body fluids and were approximately
spherical with a diameter around 0.87 nm (Dey et al., 2010;
Wang et al., 2012). In the model for neural processing, quantum
entangled phosphates are incorporated into Posner molecules,
and then the quantum entangled Posner molecules are used
for quantum memory storage and processing in glutamatergic
neurons.
Posner molecules are expected to have several interesting
features useful for quantum processing. Firstly, since most
naturally occurring isotopes of both calcium and oxygen have no
nuclear spin and because of the rapid tumbling expected for the
Posner molecules in solvent, the quantum entangled phosphorus
nuclear spins are expected to be very protected, remaining
coherent for times of a day, or possibly much longer. This
would allow Posner molecules to function as a “qubit memory.”
Second, chemical binding of two Posner molecules should be
a nuclear spin dependent reaction, thereby inducing quantum
entanglement between the binding of two separated Posner
pairs—this functions as a “measurement” of spin states discussed
above. Thirdly, once two bound Posner molecules start rotating
about one another their nuclear spin states further entangle. And
if/when this rotation stops a further nuclear spin “measurement”
is implemented. Once at rest, Posner pairs are more susceptible
to “proton attack” and can undergo hydrolysis and “melt”
releasing Ca2+ into the cytoplasm. This could modulate calcium
levels and, therefore, calcium mediated release of glutamate
from presynaptic neurons. Finally, because Posner molecules
contains six phosphorus atoms they could potentially mediate
quantum entanglement and non-local quantum correlations in
postsynaptic firing across multiple neurons (Fisher, 2015).
Note that an important step in quantum processing with
glutamatergic neurons is the transport of quantum entangled
Posner molecules into different neurons (Figure 1). The proposal
addressed this and suggested that it could occur through vesicular
glutamate transporter (VGLUT). As indicated by its name,
VGLUT is the vesicular membrane protein that transports
glutamate into presynaptic vesicles (Bellocchio et al., 2000;
Takamori et al., 2000; Fremeau et al., 2004; Takamori, 2006).
However, VGLUT has also been known as a brain sodium
(Na)- dependent inorganic phosphate (Pi) transporter (BNPI)
(Werner et al., 1991; Ni et al., 1994, 1996; Bellocchio et al.,
2000). In this proposal VGLUT has roles as both a glutamate and
phosphate transporter. VGLUT’s role as a phosphate transporter
is to mediate the movement of quantum entangled Posner’s
molecules from extracellular space (where they are formed) to
the cytoplasm of different presynaptic neurons. This could occur
via endocytosis, melting, and reformation of Posner’s molecules
(Fisher, 2015). The result would be the presence of entangled
Posner’s molecules in the cytoplasm of multiple presynaptic
neurons, which could then lead to post-synaptic firing that is
quantum correlated across these neurons.
IMPLICATIONS FOR NEURAL
PROCESSING AND NEUROPSYCHIATRIC
TREATMENTS
Quantum correlations in postsynaptic firing could be naturally
involved in a variety of neural systems. These include systems
involved in normal neurocognitive processing (thus the term
quantum cognition). For example, glutamatergic neurons
are neural components of diverse neurocognitive systems
throughout the brain. Thus the proposed quantum processing
could have a role in neural computation and information
processing involved in many types of brain function. These
could encompass a variety of normal or abnormal cognitive
(including affective and behavioral) functions. They could
also be involved in mechanisms underlying treatments of
neuropsychiatric disorders (Fisher, 2015). For example, magnetic
fields can modulate nuclear spins—the basis for MRI—and
an effect on quantum processing might be a mechanism of
transcranial magnetic stimulation treatments (Chervyakov et al.,
2015). As another example, the mechanisms underlying lithium
treatment of bipolar disorder remain obscure. Interestingly,
lithium has two isotopes with nuclear spin (6Li, 7Li), and a
remarkable experiment in 1986 found that the two isotopes had
opposite effects on the maternal behavior of rats—mothers fed
7Li, the predominant isotope in naturally occurring lithium,
had suppressed behaviors with low alertness levels, while 6Li
rats became very active with very high alertness (Sechzer et al.,
1986). Quantum chemical calculations have shown that the
Posner molecule is stabilized when two lithium atoms replace
the central calcium atom (Fisher, 2015). This would alter the
phosphorus nuclear spins and modify the quantum neural
processing, offering a possible mechanism for the action of
lithium (and the difference between the two lithium isotopes).
Perhaps neural quantum processing might also provide a
biological architecture that could be “co-opted” and employed
for development of laboratory (in vitro) quantum computing,
similar to how studies of neural circuitry have been contributing
to development of artificial intelligence. For example, as indicated
by Fisher (2015), a laboratory procedure could be envisioned
in which pyrophosphate would be enzymatically hydrolyzed in
solution. The nuclear phosphorus spins of the released inorganic
phosphates should be predominantly in a spin singlet state and
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thus quantum entangled (e.g., Figure 1). In the presence of
calcium these inorganic phosphates could then form Posner’s
molecules. Some of these Posner’s molecules would be quantum
entangled when they incorporated entangled phosphates. The
entangled Posner’s molecules could then be used in applications
of liquid-state nuclear magnetic resonance quantum computing
methods (Vandersypen et al., 2001; Oliveira et al., 2007; Nielsen
and Chuang, 2010).
CONCLUSIONS
Many studies will be needed to test and further develop this
model. Numerous concrete and accessible experiments have
been proposed (Fisher, 2015). If this proposal is validated it
will radically change our understanding of neural mechanisms
involved in normal neurocognitive processing as well as
psychiatric disorders and treatments. Our fundamental
understanding of the biological basis of the mysterious,
and powerful, nature of our cognitive capabilities will
now be linked with the mysterious, and powerful, quantum
world.
AUTHOR CONTRIBUTIONS
CW, PD, and MF helped conceive the manuscript. CW drafted
the manuscript. CW, PD, and MF made revisions and approved
the manuscript.
ACKNOWLEDGMENTS
MF is grateful to Matt Helgeson, Maissam Barkeshli, and Boris
Shraiman for helpful conversations. This research was supported
in part by the National Science Foundation under Grant No.
DMR-14-04230, and by the Caltech Institute of Quantum
Information and Matter, an NSF Physics Frontiers Center with
support of the Gordon and Betty Moore Foundation (MF).
REFERENCES
Atlas, S. W. (ed.) (2009). Magnetic Resonance Imaging of the Brain and Spine (4th
Edn.). Philadelphia, PA: Lippincott Williams &Wilkins.
Beck, F., and Eccles, J. C. (1992). Quantum aspects of brain activity and the
role of consciousness. Proc. Nat. Acad. Sci. U.S.A. 89, 11357–11361. doi:
10.1073/pnas.89.23.11357
Bellocchio, E. E., Reimer, R. J., Fremeau, R. T., and Edwards, R. H. (2000). Uptake
of glutamate into synaptic vesicles by an inorganic phosphate transporter.
Science 289, 957–960. doi: 10.1126/science.289.5481.957
Bennett, C. H., and DiVincenzo, D. P. (2000). Quantum information and
computation. Nature 404, 247–255. doi: 10.1038/35005001
Chervyakov, A. V., Chernyavsky, A. Y., Sinitsyn, D. O., and Piradov,
M. A. (2015). Possible mechanisms underlying the therapeutic effects
of transcranial magnetic stimulation. Front. Hum. Neurosci. 9:303. doi:
10.3389/fn-hum.2015.00303
Craddock, T. J. A., Hameroff, S. R., Ayoub, A. T., Kloukowski, M., and
Tuszynski, J. A. (2015). Anesthetics act in quantum channels in brain
microtubules to prevent consciousness. Curr. Top. Med. Chem. 15, 523–533.
doi: 10.2174/1568026615666150225104543
Dey, A., Bomans, P. H. H., Müller, F. A., Will, J., Frederik, P. M., de With, G.,
et al. (2010). The role of prenucleation clusters in surface-induced calcium
phosphate crystallization. Nat. Mater. 9, 1010–1014. doi: 10.1038/nmat2900
Fassioli, F., Dinshaw, R., Arpin, P. C., and Scholes, G. D. (2014). Photosynthetic
light harvesting: excitons and coherence. J. R. Soc. Interface 11:20130901. doi:
10.1098/rsif.2013.0901
Fisher, M. P. A. (2015). Quantum cognition: the possibility of processing
with nuclear spins in the brain. Ann. Phys. 362, 593–602. doi:
10.1016/j.aop.2015.08.020
Fremeau, R. T. Jr., Voglmaier, S., Seal, R. P., and Edwards, R. H. (2004). VGLUTs
define subsets of excitatory neurons and suggest novel roles for glutamate.
Trends Neurosci. 27, 98–103. doi: 10.1016/j.tins.2003.11.005
Gottfried, K., and Yan, T. M. (2003). Quantum Mechanics: Fundamentals. New
York, NY: Springer-Verlag Press.
Hameroff, S., and Penrose, R. (2014a). Consciousness in the universe: A review of
the ‘Orch OR’ theory. Phys. Life Rev. 11, 39–78. doi: 10.1016/j.plrev.2013.08.002
Hameroff, S., and Penrose, R. (2014b). Reply to criticism of the ‘Orch OR qubit’
– ‘Orchestrated objective reduction’ is scientifically justified. Phys. Life Rev. 11,
104–112. doi: 10.1016/j.plrev.2013.11.014
Hiscock, H. G., Worster, S., Kattnig, D. R., Steers, C., Jin, Y., Manolopoulos, D. E.,
et al. (2016). The quantum needle of the avian magnetic compass. Proc. Nat.
Acad. Sci. U.S.A. 113, 4634–4639. doi: 10.1073/pnas.1600341113
Hore, P. J. (2011). Nuclear Magnetic Resonance. New York, NY: Oxford Science
Publications.
Horodecki, R., Horodecki, P., Horodecki, M., and Horodecki, K. (2009). Quantum
entanglement. Rev. Mod. Phys. 81, 865–942. doi: 10.1103/RevModPhys.
81.865
Hu, H., and Wu, M. (2004). Spin-mediated consciousness theory: possible roles
of neural membrane nuclear spin ensembles and paramagnetic oxygen. Med.
Hypotheses 63, 633–646. doi: 10.1016/j.mehy.2004.04.002
Klinman, J. P., and Kohen, A. (2013). Hydrogen tunneling links protein dynamics
to enzyme catalysis. Annu. Rev. Biochem. 82, 471–496. doi: 10.1146/annurev-
biochem-051710-133623
Kvam, P. D., Pleskac, T. J., Yu, S., and Busemeyer, J. R. (2015). Interference effects
of choice on confidence: quantum characteristics of evidence accumulation.
Proc. Nat. Acad. Sci. U.S.A. 112, 10645–10650. doi: 10.1073/pnas.15006
88112
Lambert, N., Chen, Y.-N., Cheng, Y.-C., Li, C.-M., Chen, G.-Y., andNori, F. (2013).
Quantum biology. Nat. Phys. 9, 10–18. doi: 10.1038/nphys2474
Lodish, H., Berk, A., Zipursky, S. L., Matsudaira, P., Baltimore, D., and Darnell, J.
(2000).Molecular Cell Biology. New York, NY: W. H. Freeman.
Mouritsen, H., Janssen-Bienhold, U., Liedvogel, M., Feenders, G., Stalleicken, J.,
Dirks, P., et al. (2004). Cryptochromes and neuronal-activity markers colocalize
in the retina of migratory birds. Proc. Nat. Acad. Sci. U.S.A. 101, 14294–14299.
doi: 10.1073/pnas.0405968101
Ni, B., Du, Y., Wu, X., DeHoff, B. S., Rosteck, P. R., and Paul, S. M.
(1996). Molecular cloning, expression, and chromosomal localization of a
human brain-specific Na+-dependent inorganic phosphate cotransporter. J.
Neurochem. 66, 2227–2238. doi: 10.1046/j.1471-4159.1996.66062227.x
Ni, B., Rosteck, P. R. Jr., Nadi, S., and Paul, S. M. (1994). Cloning and
expression of a cDNA encoding a brain-specific Na+-dependent inorganic
phosphate cotransporter. Proc. Nat. Acad. Sci. U.S.A. 91, 5607–5611. doi:
10.1073/pnas.91.12.5607
Nielsen, M. A., and Chuang, I. L. (2010). Quantum Computation and Quantum
Information. Cambridge: Cambridge University Press.
Oliveira, I. S., Bonagamba, T. J., Sarthour, R. S., Freitas, J. C. C., and de Azevedo,
E. R. (2007). NMR Quantum Information Processing. New York, NY: Elsevier.
Onuma, K., and Ito, A. (1998). Cluster growth model for hydroxyapatite. Chem.
Mater. 10, 3346–3351. doi: 10.1021/cm980062c
Oyane, A., Onuma, K., Kokubo, T., and Ito, A. (1999). Clustering of calcium
phosphate in the system CaCl2-H3PO4-KCl-H2O. J. Phys. Chem. B. 103,
8230–8235. doi: 10.1021/jp9910340
Penrose, R. (1989). The Emperor’s New Mind: Concerning Computers, Minds, and
the Laws of Physics. Oxford, NY: Oxford University Press.
Frontiers in Human Neuroscience | www.frontiersin.org 4 October 2016 | Volume 10 | Article 541
Weingarten et al. Quantum Processing/Computing in the Brain
Penrose, R. S., and Hameroff, S. (2011). Consciousness in the universe:
Neuroscience, quantum space-time geometry and Orch OR theory.
J. Cosmol. 14. Available online at: http://journalofcosmology.com/
Consciousness160.html
Posner, A. S., and Betts, F. (1975). Synthetic amorphous calcium phosphate
and its relation to bone mineral structure. Acc. Chem. Res. 8, 273–281. doi:
10.1021/ar50092a003
Reimers, J. R., McKemmish, L. K., McKenzie, R. H., Mark, A. E., and Hush,
N. S. (2014). The revised Penrose-Hameroff orchestrated objective-reduction
proposal for human consciousness is not scientifically justified. Comment on
“Consciousness in the universe: A review of the ‘Orch OR’ theory” by Hameroff
and Penrose. Phys. Life Rev. 11, 101–103. doi: 10.1016/j.plrev.2013.11.003
Sechzer, J. A., Lieberman, K. W., Alexander, G. J., Weidman, D., and Stokes, P. E.
(1986). Aberrant parenting and delayed offspring development in rats exposed
to lithium. Biol. Psychiatry 21, 1258–1266. doi: 10.1016/0006-3223(86)90308-2
Shalm, L. K., Meyer-Scott, E., Christensen, B. G., Bierhorst, P., Wayne, M. A.,
Stevens, M. J., et al. (2015). Strong loophole-free test of local realism. Phys. Rev.
Lett. 115:250402. doi: 10.1103/PhysRevLett.115.250402
Stapp, H. P. (1991). Quantum propensities and the brain-mind connection. Found.
Phys. 21, 1451–1477. doi: 10.1007/BF01889652
Takamori, S. (2006). VGLUTs: ‘exciting’ times for glutamatergic research?
Neurosci. Res. 55, 343–351. doi: 10.1016/j.neures.2006.04.016
Takamori, S., Rhee, J. S., Rosenmund, C., and Jahn, R. (2000). Identification of
a vesicular glutamate transporter that defines a glutamatergic phenotype in
neurons. Nature 407, 189–194. doi: 10.1038/35025070
Tegmark, M. (2000). The importance of quantum decoherence in brain processes.
Phys. Rev. E61, 4194–4206. doi: 10.1103/physreve.61.4194
Terkeltaub, R. A. (2001). Inorganic pyrophosphate generation and disposition in
pathophysiology. Am. J. Physiol. Cell Physiol. 281, C1–C11.
Theise, N. D., and Kafatos, M. C. (2013). Complementarity in biological systems: a
complexity view. Complexity 18, 11–20. doi: 10.1002/cplx.21453
Vandersypen, L. M. K., Steffen, M., Breyta, G., Yannoni, C. S., Sherwood, M.
H., and Chung, I. L. (2001). Experimental realization of Shor’s quantum
factoring algorithm using nuclear magnetic resonance. Nature 414, 883–887.
doi: 10.1038/414883a
Wang, L., Li, S., Ruiz-Agudo, E., Putnis, C. V., and Putnis, A., (2012). Posner’s
cluster revisited: direct imaging of nucleation and growth of nanoscale calcium
phosphate clusters at the calcite-water interface. Cryst. Eng. Commun. 14,
6252–6256. doi: 10.1039/c2ce25669j
Wang, Z., Solloway, T., Siffrin, R. M., and Busemeyer, J. R. (2014). Context effects
produced by question orders reveal quantum nature of human judgments. Proc.
Nat. Acad. Sci. U.S.A. 111, 9431–9436. doi: 10.1073/pnas.1407756111
Werner, A., Moore, M. L., Mantei, N., Biber, J., Semenza, G., and Murer,
H. (1991). Cloning and expression of cDNA for a Na/Pi cotransport
system of kidney cortex. Proc. Natl. Acad. Sci. U.S.A. 88, 9608–9612. doi:
10.1073/pnas.88.21.9608
Yepes, M., Moore, E., Brown, S. A. N., Hanscom, H. N., Smith, E. P., Lawrence, D.
A., et al. (2003). Progressive ankylosis (Ank) protein is expressed by neurons
and Ank immunohistochemical reactivity is increased by limbic seizures. Lab.
Invest. 83, 1025–1032. doi: 10.1097/01.LAB.0000075640.49586.E6
Conflict of Interest Statement: PD has received advisory fees and research grants
from several companies. He owns shares in several companies whose products are
not discussed here. His work on this manuscript was not supported by any external
entity but done on his own time. MF has a U.S. Patent entitled “Treatment for
depression and other mental conditions with synthetic isotope-modified lithium”
(US 9,044,418 B2). MF had a past research collaboration with Roche. CW declares
that her work on this manuscript was conducted in the absence of any commercial
or financial relationships that could be construed as a potential conflict of interest.
Copyright © 2016Weingarten, Doraiswamy and Fisher. This is an open-access article
distributed under the terms of the Creative Commons Attribution License (CC BY).
The use, distribution or reproduction in other forums is permitted, provided the
original author(s) or licensor are credited and that the original publication in this
journal is cited, in accordance with accepted academic practice. No use, distribution
or reproduction is permitted which does not comply with these terms.
Frontiers in Human Neuroscience | www.frontiersin.org 5 October 2016 | Volume 10 | Article 541
